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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cukor et al. 
in view of Hahn-Carlson. 

Cukor et al. teaches a shipment system including processing of document images. Cukor 
et al. teaches generating image data of a document on which a condition of exporting or 
importing of goods is described (see for example column 5, lines 37-42) and storing the image 
data (see for example column 5, lines 42-47). 

Cukor et al. further teaches storing document data described on said document (see for 
example column 6, lines 49-56). 

Cukor et al. teaches a data output step for outputting the images and the document data 
(see for example column 9, lines 18-35). 

Cukor teaches said image data generation step generating said image data upon reception 
of said documents obtained as a result of execution of a physical distribution step (see for 
example column 10, lines 4-12). Examiner notes that the arrival of a shipment to the remote 
freight terminal represents a physical distribution step. 
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Cukor et al. does not teach a storing identification data that identifies a party concerned 
with export or import wherein the data output corresponds to a range of output enabled data 
associated with the concerned party wherein said output step includes the steps of, based on said 
decided range and said specified data relating to goods, obtaining image data of an associated 
one of a plurality of documents, and outputting said image data or said document data to a 
terminal of said concerned party to thereby display progress of a procedure relating to transfer of 
said goods on said terminal of said concerned party. 

Hahn-Carlson teaches a shipment transaction system that store information associated 
with shipment transactions. The system of Hahn-Carlson includes allowing access to the 
information by authorized users in order to reduce administrative costs (see for example column 
4, lines 15-20). To achieve this the system of Hahn-Carlson includes an authorized user profile 
list which stores information associated with each of the authorized users (see for example 
column 7, lines 44-52). The system then compares elements of transaction information with the 
authorized user list to determine what transaction information a user is authorized to view (see 
for example column 11, lines 17-22). Examiner notes that this represents Applicant's range of 
output enabled data associated with the concerned party. 

Hahn-Carlson further teaches data with respect to "Date of Last Activity", "Current 
Status", "Current Status Date", and "Pending Status." (see for example TABLE 2). Examiner 
notes that this data, as well as their display to the authorized user represents Applicant's 
"wherein said output step includes the steps of, based on said decided range and said specified 
data relating to goods, obtaining image data of an associated one of a plurality of documents, and 
outputting said image data or said document data to a terminal of said concerned party to thereby 
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display progress of a procedure relating to transfer of said goods on said terminal of said 
concerned party." 

Returning to Cukor et al. Examiner notes that Cukor teaches that it is common for 
shippers or consignees (concerned parties) to require that the shipping invoice be accompanied 
by copies of various documents, such as bill of lading, purchase order, or signed delivery receipt 
(see column 12, lines 25-29). To achieve this Cukor et al. downloads the images which are 
printed at the central station. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinarily skill in the art at the time of the invention 
modify the central station of Cukor et al. to allow access to the information (including "Date of 
Last Activity", "Current Status", "Current Status Date", and "Pending Status") by authorized 
user as taught by Hahn-Calrson. Specifically, it would have been obvious to include in the 
central processing station of Cukor et al. an authorized user list, and to compare transaction 
information with authorized user list thus determining what transaction information a user is 
authorized to view prior to displaying the information as taught by Hahn-Carlson. Examiner 
notes that this modification would be particularly helpful in providing the accompanying 
documents with the shipping invoice of Cukor et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to modify the references in order to reduce administrative costs. 

Cukor et al. teaches procedures for execution of importing and exporting goods (see for 
example column 12, lines 25-50). Examiner notes that attaching a list of required documents 
with a shipping invoice represents a procedure for the execution of importing and exporting 
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goods. However, Cukor et al. does not specifically teach storing as document data an execution 
date for the procedure. 

Hahn-Carlson teaches identifying transaction procedures based on an effective data. In 
particular the effective date is store and associated with a transaction and payment process 
automatically begins on that date (execution of procedures associated with the date) (see for 
example column 13, lines 10-15) Hahn-Carlson teaches this expedites the payment process. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinarily skill in the art at the time of the invention 
modify the system of Cukor et al. to include the storage of an effective date (execution date) as 
taught by Hahn-Carlson. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify 
the references in order to expedite the process of attaching the required documents. 

In addition, Cukor teachs determining a type of generated image data, and when the 
determined type is different from a predetermined type, converting said image data to said 
predetermined type and storing converted image data (see column 7, lines 39-54). 

Cukor et al. teaches that the invoicing is performed by the host computer (person who 
conducts the procedure) and received by the shipper or consignees (person who receives said 
procedure) (see column 12, lines 16-30). 

With respect to claims 3 and 12, Cukor does not specifically teach that the output display 
information includes a diagram illustrating a person who is a recipient of said procedure. 
However Cukor includes such a diagram, see for instance Figure 1 . Examiner notes that one of 
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ordinary skill would recognize that such diagrams enhance the user experience. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the display information of Cukor to 
include a diagram such as the one taught in Figure 1 of Cukor. One of ordinary skill would have 
been motivated to modify the references in order to enhance the user experience. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cukor in view of 
Hanh-Carlson as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Pure PDF. 

The combination of Cukor and Hahn-Carlson does not specifically teach predetermined 
type as PDF. Examiner submits the article "Pure PDF" as evidence that at the time of the 
present invention the PDF document format was old and well known as ideal for cross-platform 
operations (see lines 9-10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the present invention to modify the predetermined format of Cukor to include PDF as 
taught to be old and well known by Pure PDF. One of ordinary skill would have been motivated 
to modify the references in order to produce a system ideal for cross-platform operations. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant asserts that the prior art of record fails to teach "generating image data by 
reception of documents obtained as a result of execution of physical distribution step." (see 
remarks with amendment filed 7/24/06, page 15, lines 20-22). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees and notes that on Cukor column 10, lines 4-15 the 
reference teaches generating the image data upon the arrival of the shipment at the remote freight 
terminal. It is the Examiner's position that such arrival of the shipment clearly represents a 
"physical distribution step." 

Applicant asserts that the prior art of record is "silent regarding the display of progress of 
a procedure relating to transfer of goods on a terminal of a concerned party." Examiner notes 
that this is a newly added limitation. However, as pointed out with respect to the rejection of the 
claim 1, Hahn-Carlson teaches data with respect to "Date of Last Activity", "Current Status", 
"Current Status Date", and "Pending Status." (see for example TABLE 2). Examiner notes that 
this data, as well as their display to the authorized user represents Applicant's "wherein said 
output step includes the steps of, based on said decided range and said specified data relating to 
goods, obtaining image data of an associated one of a plurality of documents, and outputting said 
image data or said document data to a terminal of said concerned party to thereby display 

* 

progress of a procedure relating to transfer of said goods on said terminal of said concerned 
party." 
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With respect to claim 3, Applicant asserts that Figure 1 of '444 does "not a diagram 
displayed in a data output step that illustrates correspondence between a person who conducts a 
specified completed procedure and a person who is a recipient of the procedure as well as data 
representing the specified completed procedure. 55 Examiner respectfully notes that the "data 
representing the specified completed procedure 55 need not be part of the diagram in order to 
properly anticipate the claim. In other words, to properly anticipate the claim the art need only 
show a diagram of a procedure and then provide some output which represents the completed 
procedure. This interpretation is important for understanding the present rejection. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James A. Kramer whose telephone number is (571) 272 6783. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8AM - 5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272 6771. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 \9u (toll-free). 
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